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; a “thorough and penetrating review :
,cof the many facets of the sltuatloni

~survey he will make decxsxons on’
the degree that the Umled Sta!es:‘

g ihex €.

émg the sludy, and it includes also
£dlcGeorge Bundy,' the’ presxdenhal.ﬁ

e F-p—- emtn bty g e g m*ww»ﬂ

Re Surveymg V1et Nam ~'-;f_,

o 'The

¢1in South Vielt Nam?, and f rom this hennedy, Theodore C, Sorensen and_

to pxesent deflmle analyscs of

«”wm further involve iiself in the war'f"'",’ Preq[dent Kcnnedy s role in the Bay

Secretary of Defense Robert ~
¢S, McNamara is in the group mak-"-
.have reduced any chances of suc-
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( .

and the one he made last week )
biographers of Presndenti

-Arthur M. Schlesinger, jr., the first;

of Pigs, give clear indicafion that !
the late president’s doubts may well

cess, Mr, Sorenscn quotes the late

-Vpresldent as saying, “How ' coqkl
;Zj::tlm\]:hfl:n?%‘Fflokl’::;;s::ntlg; gdl .everybody involved have thought

( -auch a plan would succeed? How
-A. director, Henry Cabot Lodge, the~ could 1 have been so far off bagey

mv"ml"‘l‘)'asaador, as well as othels \All :my life I have known beller
\\ho have - important consulting;: - -than lo depend on the experts, How
roles in foreign policy and national . .could 1 have been so stupid to lel

them go ahead?” The limitation-on
*defense One question which wxll, ~Cuba was ‘that the United Statles'
g Zhe resolved is how much more man-

* would not overtly participaté. There
tpower the United States will send followcd other limitations which,

‘when they were all added, provided

: A’ the discussions begm. a coms,’
fpletely unrelated military adven- the reasons for failure, The funda-
(tuxe, the Cuban Bay ‘of Pigs in: ~mental . decision, thercfore, was
rw\smn., is bcmg resurrected by “made by the president who, . in
“biographeis of President Kennedy.:, ¢ limiting. the scope of American op-
#1f anything isto come out of- these ¢rations, may have unwittingly
upost mortems of the 1961 failure, * : “ foredoomed- the plan to free Cuba
tit is that' the nation cannot put * from Castro,~

’lmuts on.the degree that it will par-- /

Whether the decision to free(t

on the conduct of the anti-Viet €ong} .

.gperation. This. would  involvé the

;cmoval of any cclhngs on mane{’
power, naval power, and air pmmzr..’J ,
it would involve the removal of re-¢
strictions on what targels are to beﬁ
bombed. It would involve the re-]’|

moval of reslrictions on Weapons 3
Tinally, it, would involve the re-
moval of the restriction on the gen-,
erals and the admirals to-fight ace’
cording to their professional tram-

.ing and .experience. ,f 1
The old quote that war is’ toow |

serious to leave fo the generals may

‘betan eloquent testimonial to free | ..

government’s leadership, but let it
never be forgotlen that geneml
win the batties. The degree in whic
t cre 15. mterference. the kind th
r smgts the wamor. oftentxmea i

Itlcxpate in anti-Communist military.’ _Cuba was a .good one or a bad, one,"-

yaction, The nation either must stay
‘out of the actions ar embark upon,
'4hem with a- ‘determination to -use:;
*evexylhmg necessary to win, Wxth
‘xegaxd to Viet Nam, the lesson may:;
fwell” be ‘that reluctance- by the-:

[Umted States has delayed the . " comes gre'yter. The briginal* plan i
‘widest ’ apphcahon - of mxhlary “for V\e( Nc’lm ‘wis made~a eng)
ower there, "This has contributed whxle ago. The presidertt haa de-;
fo a deterxomhon which Secrelary' "sisions he must make nowwhich’
Mcliimara ciles as havmg occuned LinVDlVO rmevnn&amw% _ghackleu

. just as whether today’s dec:sxon to
free Viet Nam from the Viet Congi
‘is good or bad, is immalerial. Once,’{
ithe decision is made, in: each case,
:to free, then there cannot. be. any
Imutatlon or: the risk’ of defeal be-j
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